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Municipal Services Benefit Units

nitrogen
National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System
net present value

operation and maintenance

Onsite Wastewater Management Zone
onsite wastewater nutrient reduction system
onsite wastewater treatment system

phosphorus
Planning Area Analysis/Enumeration District
performance-based

XiX




Glossary of Terms

RE
RFP
ROGO

SA

SBR

SDI
SFRWQCB
SFWMD
SRF

SWIS
SWMP TAC

Task Force
TIF

TMDL

TN

TP

TSS

USACOE
usbw
USGS
uv

WAS
WQSC
WWTP

real estate
request for proposal
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